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G407-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

G407-2
Table 4.2-2 and Sections 4.2.6.1 and 4.2.7.6 contain information on
the threat of terrorist attacks.

Section 2.1 contains information on design criteria and
specifications, final design requirements, and regulations governing
the construction of the FSRU. The Cabrillo Port must be designed
in accordance with applicable standards, and the U.S. Coast Guard
has final approval. Section 4.2.4 contains information on Federal
and State agency jurisdiction and cooperation. The Deepwater Port
Act specifies regulations that all deepwater ports must meet;
Section 4.2.7.3 contains information on design and safety
standards for the deepwater port. Section 4.2.8.2 contains
information on pipeline safety and inspections. Impact EJ-1 in
Section 4.19.4 addresses additional pipeline design requirements in
areas of low-income and minority communities. The EIS/EIR's
analyses have been developed with consideration of these factors
and regulations and in full conformance with the requirements of
NEPA and the CEQA.

The design, construction, and operation of natural gas facilities are
highly regulated; the U.S. Department of Transportation's Pipeline
and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration and the California
Public Utilities Commission's Division of Safety and Reliability have
jurisdiction over pipelines. Section 4.2.8 discusses the background,
regulations, impacts, and mitigation measures for natural gas
pipelines. Section 4.2.8.4 describes Project-specific valve spacing
and design requirements.

The Independent Risk Assessment (IRA) has been updated since
issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. The lead agencies
directed the preparation of the current IRA, and the U.S.
Department of Energy's Sandia National Laboratories
independently reviewed it. See Section 4.2, Appendix C1, and
Appendix C2 for additional information on third-party verification of
the IRA.

Section 4.2.7.6 and the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix
C1) contain information on public safety impacts from various
incidents at the FSRU. The analysis indicates that the maximum
impact distance of an accident would involve a vapor cloud
dispersion extending 6.3 nautical miles (7.3 miles) from the FSRU.



The FSRU would be located approximately 12.01 nautical miles
(13.83 miles) offshore; therefore, consequences of an accident
involving LNG transport by carrier and storage on the FSRU would
extend no closer than 5.7 nautical miles (6.5 miles) from the
shoreline. Figure ES-1 depicts the consequence distances
surrounding the FSRU location for worst credible events.
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G407-3
See the response to Comment G407-2 regarding public safety
impacts and terrorism. Section 4.7 discusses environmental
impacts on marine biological resources. Section 4.15 discusses
environmental impacts on recreational resources.
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G407-4
Section 4.2.3, the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C1),
and the U.S. Department of Energy's Sandia National Laboratories'
review of the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C2) contain
revised information on the 1977 Oxnard study.

G407-5
Sections 1.2.2, 1.2.3, 1.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 4.10.1.3 contain
information on the need for natural gas, the role and status of
energy conservation and renewable energy sources, and the
California Energy Action Plan.

Sections 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 address conservation and renewable
energy sources, within the context of the California Energy
Commission's 2005 Integrated Energy Report and other State and
Federal energy reports, as alternatives to replace additional
supplies of natural gas.

The selection of the No Action Alternative by decision-makers, for
which they have full discretion, would not fulfill the purpose and
need of the Project to supply natural gas to California consumers
but would maintain, for an indeterminate time, the status quo of
California's and the nation's existing and projected energy supply
mix, including conservation and renewable energy sources.

G407-6
The Project has been modified since issuance of the October 2004
Draft EIS/EIR.

See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project changes. Section
2.2.2.3 discusses the regasification process. Sections 4.6.1.3 and
4.6.4 contain information on regulated air pollutant emissions and
an updated analysis of the impact of vessel emissions.

G407-7
Section 4.16.1.2 discusses property values. Sections 4.11.1 and
4.11.4 address earthquake and liquefaction hazards. Appendices
J1 through J4 contain additional evaluations of seismic hazards.

The design, construction, and operation of natural gas facilities are
highly regulated; the U.S. Department of Transportation's Pipeline
and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration and the California
Public Utilities Commission's Division of Safety and Reliability have
jurisdiction over pipelines. Section 4.2.8 discusses the background,
regulations, impacts, and mitigation measures for natural gas
pipelines. Section 4.2.8.4 describes Project-specific valve spacing
and design requirements.



The proposed pipelines within Oxnard city limits would meet
standards that are more stringent than those of existing pipelines
because they would meet the minimum design criteria for a USDOT
Class 3 location. Also, MM PS-4c includes the installation of
additional mainline valves equipped with either remote valve
controls or automatic line break controls. SoCalGas operates
high-pressure natural gas pipelines throughout Southern California.
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G407-8
Section 4.2.5 contains information on liability in case of an accident
and reimbursement for local agencies.

G407-9
As discussed in Section 4.3.4 under Impact MT-2, the USCG does
not establish security zones for LNG carriers that are beyond 12
nautical miles from shore; the LNG carrier routes are farther than
12 NM from shore.

The safety zone would extend in a circle a maximum of 500 meters
from the stern of the FSRU. The area to be avoided (ATBA) would
surround the safety zone, but would not extend as far as the
coastwise traffic lanes (see Figure 4.3-4 and Sections 2.2.4 and
4.3.1.4).

Section 4.3.1.4 states, "The ATBA is considered by the USCG to be
a recommendatory routing measure. Mariners could choose
whether to avoid this area. Mariners would not be penalized for
entering this area, nor would any action be taken to require them to
leave the area. A vessel transiting the ATBA would be requested to
restrict its speed to no more than 10 knots (19 km/hour) and to
check in and out with the Cabrillo Port vessel operations manager.
Both the speed limit restriction and contact with the Cabrillo Port
vessel operations manager would be voluntary actions by mariners
in vessels transiting the ATBA." Therefore, vessel traffic in the
traffic lanes would not be affected by the safety zone or the ATBA
(see Section 4.3.4). The safety zone could not be made any larger
because its size is governed by international law.

Sections 4.7.4 and 4.8.4 contains information on potential impacts
on marine and terrestrial biological resources and mitigation
measures to address such impacts. Section 4.16 addresses
impacts on commerical fishing and tourism.

G407-10
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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G035-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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G212-1
Section 4.20.3 discusses cumulative impacts. Sections 2.1 and
4.2.7.3 contain information on design criteria and specifications,
final design requirements, and regulations governing the
construction of the FSRU and LNG carriers. Section 3.3.7 contains
information on the location of the Project in relation to populated
areas. The deepwater port would be 12.01 nautical miles (14 miles)
offshore and therefore would be remote from populated areas, as
shown on Figure ES-1. Section 4.2.3, the Independent Risk
Assessment (Appendix C1), and the Sandia Review of the
Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C2) contain additional
information on public safety.

G212-2
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.
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G408-1
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.

G408-2
Oral comments provided during the public hearings on the October
2004 Draft EIS/EIR and the March 2006 Revised Draft EIR were
transcribed, made part of the public record and are available for
review by decision-makers. Transcripts from the hearings and
responses to the comments are in this Final EIS/EIR. Oral
comments provided at public hearings carry the same weight as
written comments.
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G409-1
The notices for the public meetings and the information provided at
the public meetings indicated that commenters would speak in the
order that their requests were received, after elected officials and
representatives of government agencies were heard. We regret that
you were unable to stay at the meeting to provide oral testimony;
however, your submitted written comment carries the same weight
as any oral comments provided at public hearings.

G409-2
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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G250-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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G221-1
Subsequent to the completion of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR,
the Applicant completed surveys of the pipeline rights-of-way in
accordance with California Department of Fish and Game protocol.
Section 4.8 has been updated with information resulting from these
surveys. Oak tree surveys were conducted to determine whether
any oak trees would need to be removed during construction.
Botanical surveys were conducted for Federal and State listed
species. Wetland delineations were conducted (using Army Corps
of Engineers definitions and California Coastal Commission and
California Department of Fish and Game wetland definitions where
appropriate) for the proposed pipeline routes. Section 4.8.1
presents a discussion of baseline wetland conditions resulting from
these wetland delineations. Additional preconstruction plant
surveys specific to the final construction timeline and designated
pipeline alignment would be completed for special status species,
federally listed species, or California protected species specified by
the USFWS or the CDFG, to minimize the potential for causing
mortality of local plants.

G221-2
Section 4.8 contains revised information on environmental
conditions and impacts.

A Revised Draft EIR was recirculated for an additional public review
period of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on
this topic.



2004/G221

G221-3
Figure 4.8-3 has been modified to show the known location of
sensitive species and habitat.

G221-4
Section 4.8.5 discusses potential impacts on Ventura marsh
milk-vetch.

G221-5
The identification of rare plants and plant communities within a
5-mile radius shown on Figure 4.8-7 was based on data provided
by the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), which does
not provide exact locations of individual rare plants. The Applicant
conducted botanical surveys within the pipeline rights-of-way to
further define the location of rare plants in the Project area. Figure
4.8-7 provides a geographic representation of the potential
locations of plant species where data are available or based upon
botanical survey results. The rare plants or plant communities
shown in the figure as located outside the pipeline rights-of-way
were based upon data provided by the CNDDB. Table 4.8-9a
presents the plant species observed during the botanical surveys.

G221-6
Impact TerrBio-2 in Section 4.8.4 discusses effects on rare and
special status plant species.

G221-7
Section 4.8.2 has been reorganized. The reference has been
added to Table 4.8-10, as requested. However, the proposed
Project is within the city of Santa Clarita, and therefore must comply
with Santa Clarita's Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance. Sections 1.6
and 4.13 contain information on this topic.

G221-8
The text in Section 4.8 has been revised. See response to
Comment G221-1 also.
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G221-9
AM TerrBio-2b in Section 4.8.4 specifies the elements of the
BRMIMP. The BRMIMP would be reviewed by appropriate
agencies and incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring Program
described in Section 6.1.

G221-10
Impact TerrBio-4 in Section 4.8.4 contains information on noxious
weed invasion management and seed bed.

G221-11
The text of MM TerrBio-3a has been revised.

G221-12
Impact TerrBio-2 in Section 4.8.4 contains revised text on this topic.

G221-13
See the response to Comment G221-9.

G221-14
See the response to Comment G221-1. A Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under CEQA for an additional public review period of
60 days. Sections 1.4 and 1.5.3.2 contain additional information on
this topic. The distribution list for the document is provided in
Appendix A.
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G255-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G089

G089-1
The footnote in Section 4.2.7.6 contains information on this topic.



2004/G335

G335-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G152

G152-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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